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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment of July 21 , 2009. In making 
the below rejections and/or objections the examiner has considered and addressed 
each of the applicant's arguments. 

2. The examiner acknowledges that claim 3 has been canceled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 1-4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Uchiyama et al. US 5,941 ,730 in view of in view of Zoell et al. US 647861 3. 
Uchiyama teaches all the limitations as claimed for a connection piece for a fuel 
pump/tank application including: [claims 1 and 3] a connection piece (22, 23, 25) 
comprising a receiving device 22, and a plug 1 arranged in the receiving device 22, the 
plug 1 having electrical contacts 8 for connecting to an electric device such as a motor 
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of the fuel pump (Uchiyama - col. 1 II. 9-12; col. 6 II. 50-55) to a mains supply and an 
integrally formed, circumferential sealing lip 27 which includes a region that is oriented 
toward the electrical contacts 8 and which seals (via contact with element 3 as shown in 
figure 7) the plug 1 against the receiving device 22; [claim 2] a connection piece (22, 
23, 25) wherein the sealing lip 27 is arranged on the plug 1 in a region of a bushing 41 
of the electrical contacts 8; [claim 6] and connection piece (22, 23, 25) defines a recess 
(as defined by space surrounded by element 25), said an edge 3 around said electrical 
contacts 8, said recess (area defined by element 25) receiving said edge 3 (via element 
27) and said circumferential sealing lip 27 surrounding said recess (area defined by 
element 25) on an inner side of said connection piece (22, 23, 25). 

In the alternative Uchiyama may also be interpreted whereas to teach the 
limitations for a connection piece for a fuel pump/tank application including: [claims 1 
and 3] a connection piece (22, 23, 25) comprising a receiving device 22, and a plug 1 
arranged in the receiving device 22, the plug 1 having electrical contacts 8 for 
connecting to an electric device such as a motor of the fuel pump (Uchiyama - col. 1 II. 
9-12; col. 6 II. 50-55) to a mains supply and an integrally formed, circumferential sealing 
lip 33 which includes a region 34 that is oriented toward the electrical contacts 8 and 
which seals (via contact with element 30; see figure 1) the plug 1 against the receiving 
device 22; [claim 4] and wherein the sealing lip 33 is elastically deformable, as shown 
in figure 6. 

Uchiyama fails to teach the limitation that is taught by Zoell for a plug that is 
extrusion coated with plastic. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time of the invention was made to have coated the plug of Pryce with plastic 
as taught by Zoell to protect the parts from the fuel (Zoell - Abstract). 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments filed July 21 , 2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. With respect to the rejection of claim 1 as being rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Uchiyama et al. US 5,941 ,730 in view of Zoell 
et al. US 6,478,613, the applicant argues that Uchiyama does not teach a connection 
piece with a plug provided with an integrally formed receiving device. The applicant 
argues that Zoell does not teach a sealing lip and cure the deficiencies of Uchiyama. 
The examiner maintains that Zoell was not relied upon to teach a sealing lip and 
maintains that this limitation is taught by Uchiyama as discussed above. 
Response - 

a. The examiner notes that the limitations as claimed include "[a] connection 
piece comprising ... a receiving device; and a plug. . . ." The limitations claim a 
connection piece that is an assembly comprising a receiving device and a plug 
wherein a plug has an integrally formed sealing lip. The term "integral" is 
sufficiently broad to embrace constructions united by such means as fastening 
and welding (in re Hotte (C.C.P.A.) 157 U.S.P.Q. 326); the term is not 
necessarily restricted to a one-piece article (in re Kohno (C.C.P.A.) 157 U.S.P.Q. 
275); and may be construed as relatively broad (in re Dike (C.C.P.A.) 157 
U.S.P.Q. 581). The limitations are directed toward an assembly comprising two 
parts that are connected together, therefore since by definition the two 
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components can be considered as integral to the other, the features of one 
component by derivative are integral to the other component. The examiner 
identified element 27 of Uchiyama as being a sealing lip. Uchiyama teaches a 
assembly comprising holding sleeve 24 and plug 1 held together by a clip 33 
wherein an engaging part 27 engages an o-ring and lip portion of the connection 
body 5 of the plug 1 . Given the broadest reasonable interpretation, the holding 
sleeve and plug form an integral structure; by their connection with the other the 
features of a holding sleeve 24 are integrally formed on the plug 1 and vice 
versa. 

b. The examiner also notes that after further consideration of the body 5 of the 
plug 1, it is apparent that the flange like portion of the body 5 which abuts an o-ring 41 
which engages an engaging part 27, in and of itself constitutes a sealing lip. Therefore 
viewed in this light Uchiyama teaches a sealing lip that is formed on a body of a plug 
and a sealing lip that is integrally formed on a plug by its connection to a holding sleeve 
with which the plug forms an integral structure. 

7. The applicant argues that Zoell does not teach a sealing lip and cure the 
deficiencies of Uchiyama. The examiner maintains that Zoell was not relied upon to 
teach a sealing lip and maintains that this limitation is taught by Uchiyama as discussed 
above. 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LEONARD J. WEINSTEIN whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-9961 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 7:00 - 
5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Devon Kramer can be reached on (571) 272-71 18. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Devon C Kramer/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 3746 

/Leonard J Weinstein/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3746 



